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Conservatives in their everyday language underline their staunch support for doing nothing, always in the 
face of a left that cares more about winning than the means to achieve it. The left has been so successful in 
the past hundred years or so because they have a goal and work towards it. They are not hampered by 
conventional morality or what it says in a textbook. Conservatives on the other hand, are quite found of 
feigning helplessness when the Constitution, specifically in the case we shall speak of today, does not 
explicitly address the issue at hand. The purpose of the Constitution was not to be a sacred, infallible text 
personally written by the Holy Spirit and delivered by Jesus to Thomas Jefferson; it was meant as a vague, 
open-ended guide to establishing a new kind of republic. While | have spoken harsh criticisms of the 
founding fathers, | am under no delusion that they were not wise intellectuals who understood that times 
change. In their words and deeds, they demonstrated over and over again a willingness to not just change 
but outright dismiss or violate the Constitution if the circumstances so called for it. Case in point: The 
Supreme Court case last year that banned workplace discrimination against rainbow people. 


Whereas their (meaning conservatives’) adversaries do not hesitate to impose a moral philosophical 
position upon the country (as in Roe and 2015’s Obergefell v. Hodges), conservatives routinely claim 
that their hands are tied because the Constitution is agnostic. Our great charter of liberty apparently 
has nothing to say about the reality either of persons or of marriage. The conservatives’ Constitution is 
silent, whereas the liberals’ cannot shut up. Conservatives fail to see that sometimes, the answer to 
bad philosophy is not no philosophy but better philosophy. This asymmetrical warfare is no longer 
sustainable. It is time for conservatives to open up their largely sound constitutionalism to making the 
critical moral judgments that the Constitution, as originally understood, requires for its sound 
interpretation. 
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In other words, you cannot fight an enemy with no principles, with principles. You cannot defeat guerilla 
warriors with a standing army; you need different tactics. Liberals understand the tactic of always keeping 
your eye on the prize, come what may, whatever necessity dictates. But even if the Constitution itself said it 
was an unchangeable document, it was written by human beings long ago at a specific time. As such, | am 
no more bound to it than they were to the British monarchy, if that is no longer in their or our interests. And 
while | can understand using the Constitution as a means to get what you what, the left never does this. 
They never say they want gun control or legal abortion or corporate White guilt sessions because that is the 
correct interpretation of the Constitution. They just do it anyway; they don’t try and justify it or go on the 
defensive. Conservatives should learn from this, and instead of saying our hands our tied because muh 
Constitution, just say that homosexuality and transgenderism are contrary to reason, nature, and decency, 
and as such will not be tolerated. In that, you would win new allies; in your current form, you have already 
surrendered what is remnant of the culture war. Insisting on moral neutrality is a death sentence not only for 
your cause, but for the moral high ground you so richly crave; for to be ambivalent about evil is not to do 
good, but to condone the very evil you strive to eliminate. 
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